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with those of the pilot study do suggest the existence of a disparity between the 
theoretical and actual retrospective timeframes employed by individuals.  
STUDY 2 
This study examined the structure of affect and personality as a function of the 
retrospective timeframe.  With the support of the aforementioned literature, the following 
hypothesis was developed.  
1 As the retrospective timeframe taken into consideration for the assessment of 
affective terms increases, the structure of affect that emerges will become more 
complex.  More specifically, as the retrospective timeframe increases so will the 
number of factors that emerge.  For example, when assessing mood (how you feel 
right now) a simplified factor structure should emerge.  However, when assessing 
personality (how you feel in general) a more complex factor structure should emerge 
that approximates the well-established five-factor model of personality.   
Although many other experimental questions may have arisen throughout the above 
discussion, the current study will focus primarily on the above hypothesis. 
METHOD
Participants 
 The participants consist of a convenience sample of 832 undergraduate students.  
The participants consisted of students enrolled in introduction and advanced courses in 
psychology.  Individuals enrolled in Introduction to Psychology received credit for their 
participation.  A portion of the students in the advanced psychology courses received 
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